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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

1. Claims 1,9, 13, and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as 
failing to comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains 
subject matter which was not described in the specification in such a way as to 
reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time 
the application was filed, had possession of the claimed invention. 

As to claims 1, 9, 13, and 19 as claimed "said bearer independent protocol 
providing access to bearers of the first system and the second system" was 
not supported by original specification. See the specification only described 
"utilizing a bearer independent protocol defined for information 
. transmission enabling easy, preferably fast delivery of relevant information 
and services to users. The bearer independent protocol is a mechanism 
providing access to bearers and it means a protocol which is designed to be 
as independent as possible from the underlying network technology. The 
bearer independent protocol typically stands on top of a bearer transport 
protocol. Examples of bearers are HTTP (hypertext transfer protocol), TCP 
(transmission control protocol), UDP (user datagram protocol) and other 
technologies using IP (Internet Protocol), TDMA (time division multiple 
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access), CDMA (code division multiple access), ATM (asynchronous 
transfer mode), etc". 

Response to Arguments 
2. Applicant's arguments filed 06/06/2007 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

Applicant argues that Pimentel discloses all of the elements of claims 1-19 
except for a bearer independent protocol providing access to bearers. 
In response, Pimentel discloses a bearer independent protocol providing 
access to bearers based on a feature of the first protocol and second protocol, 
wherein the message is sent and receive based on the protocol such as UDP, 
and IP (See page 3, par. [0030], page 4, par. [0038]) described in specific 
ho\y the both end mobile devices in communication that sent a message and 
receive a message used by protocols have supported by server application 
(backend system 84) on the wireless networks. 

Applicant argues that Pimentel does not disclose the bearer independent 
protocol provides access to bearers of the first system and the second system 
In response, the claim language has claimed " a bearer independent 
protocol" has defined by Applicant's specification as a protocol. Examples 
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of bearer are HTTP, TCP (transmission control protocol), IP (Intemet 
Protocol), UDP (user datagram protocol) (See Specification in page 2, lines 
16-26). In fact, Pimentel clearly discloses the first protocol and second 
protocol, wherein the message is sent and receive based on the protocol such 
as UDP, and IP (See page 3, par. [0030], page 4, par. [0038]) described in 
specific how the both end mobile devices in communication that sent a 
message and receive a message used by protocols have supported by server 
application (backend system 84) on the wireless networks; and a messaging 
service message from a sender in a first system having a first structure for 
messages to a receiver of a second system ^^multiple integrated networks, 
page 3, par. [0029]" having a second structure for the messages (page 2, 
par. [0014-0018]), and utilizing a particular protocol, i.e ^^means for 
choosing a protocol using a characteristic of the mobile terminated 
message..." in the transmission of the message between a server "Fig. 5, 
item 84" and user equipment "Fig. 5, item 24" (page 2, par. [0017-0019], 
page 3, par. [0033]). However, the prior art need to show exactly the claim 
language such as "Bearer Independent Protocol", Arques discloses the same ^ 
field of endeavor with Pimentel to disclose the term "Bearer Independent 
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Protocol" which is meaning the protocol such as UDP, TCP or WDP (See 
pagel,par. [0008], [0011]). . 

In response that Applicant argues on remarks (pages 10-14). Claims 1, 9, 13, 
and 19 have been amended to particularly point out and distinctly claim the 
subject matter which is the invention. The new matter has been added as 
claimed "said bearer independent protocol providing access to bearers of the 
first system and the second system" has changed the scope of invention that 
based on the meaning of the claim limitation. Pimentel also clearly discloses 
a method of transmitting a messaging service message from a sender in a 
first system having a first structure for messages to a receiver of a second 
system '^multiple integrated networks, page 3, par. [0029]" having a 
second structure for the messages (page 2, par. [0014-0018]), and utilizing a 
particular protocol, i.e "means for choosing a protocol using a 
characteristic of the mobile terminated message..." in the transmission of 
the message between a server "Fig. 5, item 84" and user equipment "Fig. 5, 
item 24" (page 2, par. [0017-0019], page 3, par. [0033]). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-4, 6, 8-11, and 13-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Pimentel in view of Arques (US Pub No: 2004/0131083). 

As to claim 1, 19, Pimentel discloses a method of transmitting a messaging service 
message from a sender in a first system having a first structure for messages to a 
receiver of a second system "multiple integrated networks, page 3, par. [0029]" 
having a second structure for the messages (page 2, par. [0014-0018]), and 
utilizing a particular protocol, i.e "means for choosing a protocol using a 
characteristic of the mobile terminated message..." in the transmission of the 
message between a server "Fig. 5, item 84" and user equipment "Fig. 5, item 24" 
(page 2, par. [0017-0019], page 3, par. [0033]). However, Pimentel does not 
disclose to utilize a bearer independent protocol proving access to bearers. 
In the same field of endeavor, Arques discloses to utilize bearer independent 
protocol proving access to bearers (page 1, par. [0008]). Therefore, it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
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to provide of utilizing a bearer independent protocol proving access to bearers as 
taught by Arques to the system of Pimentel in order to allow reliable 
telecommunication system. 

As to claim 2, Pimentel further discloses the method according to claim 1, further 
comprising: supporting the bearer independent protocol in a receiver's equipment; 
receiving the message having the first structure in a server comprising an 
application according to the bearer independent protocol (page 3, par. [0031- 
0033]); converting the message to have a structure of the bearer independent 
protocol (page 3, par. [0033]), and transmitting the converted message from the 
server to the receiver's equipment using the bearer independent protocol (page 4, 
par. [0036]). 

As to claim 3, Pimentel further discloses the method according to claim 1, further 
comprising: supporting the bearer independent protocol in a sender's equipment 
(page 3, par. [0033]); and transmitting the message from the sender's equipment to 
the receiver's equipment using the bearer independent protocol (page 3, par. [0034- 
0035]). 

As to claim 4, 16, Pimentel further discloses further comprising: if the message 
transmission to the receiver's equipment fails (page 3, par. [0033-0035]); 
converting the message to have the second structure (page 3, par. [0033-0035]; and 
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transmitting the message to the receiver's equipment in the second structure (page 
3, par. [0033-0035]), 

As to claim 6, Pimentel further discloses the method according to claim 1 further 
comprising: receiving the message having the bearer independent protocol 
structure in a server comprising an application according to the bearer independent 
protocol (page 3, par. [0030], [0034]); converting the message to have the second 
structure (page 3, par. [0031-0033]); and transmitting the converted message from 
the server to the receiver's equipment (page 3, par. 0034-0035], page 4, par. 
[0036]). 

As to claim, 17, Pimentel further discloses all the limitations of claim in page 3, 
par. 0034], page 4, par. [0036]. 

As to claim 8, 18, Pimentel further discloses all the limitations of claim in page 4, 
par. [0041] "employ an IP interface to provision for UDP/IP services". 
As to claim 9, 13, Pimentel discloses a telecommunication system comprising at a 
first system having a first structure for messaging service messages (page 1, par. 
[0003-0010]); a second system having a second structure for the messages (page 1, 
par. [0010], page 2, par. [0014-0018]); and a server "Fig. 1, item 84 that indicated 
Backend systems 84" via which a message is transmitted from the first system to 
the second system ^^multiple integrated networks, page 3, pan [0029]" (page 3, 
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par. [0030-0034]); the server being configured to utilize a bearer independent 
protocol for transmitting the message (page 3 through page 4, par. [0034-0039]). 
However, Pimentel does not disclose to utilize a bearer independent protocol 
proving access to bearers. 

In the same field of endeavor, Arques discloses to utilize bearer independent 
protocol proving access to bearers (page 1, par. [0008]). Therefore, it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to provide of utilizing a bearer independent protocol proving access to bearers as 
taught by Arques to the system of Pimentel in order to allow reliable 
telecommunication system. 

As to claim 10, Pimentel further discloses the teleconimunication system 
according to claim 9, wherein the first system comprises a network node having 
. functionality related to messaging services within the first system (page 3, par. 
[0030]), the network node being configured to recognise the message sent to the 
second system and forward the message to the server (page 3, par. [0031-0035]). 
As to claim 11, Pimentel further discloses all the limitation of claim in page 4, par. 
[0036-0039]. 

As to claim 14, Pimentel further discloses a server according to claim 13, wherein 
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the server is configured (page 4, par. [0039]), in response to receiving the message 
having the first structure (page 3, par. [0035]), to convert the message to have a 
structure according to the bearer independent protocol before forwarding the 
message (page 4, par. [0036]). 

As to claim 15, Pimentel further discloses a server according to claim 14, wherein 
the server is configured (page 3, par. [0030-0033]), in response to receiving a 
message having a structure according to the bearer independent protocol (page 3, 
par. [0034]), to convert the message to have the second structure before forwarding 
the message (page 4, par. [0036]). 

Allowable Subject Matter 
5. Claims 5, 7, and 12 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base 
claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

As to claims 5, 12, the prior art of record does not disclose the method 
according to claim 1, further comprising: supporting the bearer independent 
protocol in the sender's equipment; sending the message fi-om the sender's 
equipment according to the bearer independent protocol; receiving the 
message in a server comprising an application according to the bearer 
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independent protocol; converting the received message from the bearer 
independent protocol structure to the second structure; and transmitting the 
converted message from the server to the receiver's equipment. 
As to claim 7 is dependency in independent claim 5. 

Conclusion 

6. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection 
presented in this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. 
See MPEP § 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as 
set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire 
THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is 
filed within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the 
advisory action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened 
statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on the date the 
advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will 
be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however, 
will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of 
this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to PHUOC H. DOAN whose telephone number is 
571-272-7920. The examiner can normally be reached on 9:30 AM - 6:30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, JOSEPH FEILD can be reached on 571-272-4090. The fax 
phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned 
is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR 
only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR systeni, 
contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you 
would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to 
the automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 
571-272-1000. ' ^ 
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